My  old  age  has  given  me  much  opportunity  for  meditation 
and  prayer,  and  the  Lord  has  to-day  impressed  me  to  write 
this  for  the  edification  of  the  saints  who  are  pure  and  honest 
in  heart,  that  they  may  the  better  understand  the  ways  of 
the  Lord  and  His  Kingdom,  and  not  be  led  by  false  spirits 
to  finding  fault  with  the  servants  of  God,  and  accusing  them 
of  “stultification,”  “dishonor,”  etc. 

THE  AUTHOR’S  IDENTITY  IS  IMMATERIAL. 

I write  not  for  fame,  neither  for  money,  therefore  I 
withhold  my  name.  I write  not  by  the  authority  of  any 
man,  but  solely  by  the  authority  of  the  spirit  within  me. 
I ask  no  man  to  give  heed  to  my  teachings,  except  as  they 
agree  exactly  with  the  written  words  of  the  living  Oracles  of 
these  latter  days.  There  are  those  who  teach  a different 
doctrine  from  that  taught  by  the  apostles  of  God,  but  let  it 
be  known  that  though  an  angel  from  Heaven  teach  such 
false  doctrine  he  will  be  accursed.  . 

It  makes  no  difference  who  I am  or  what  I am ; the 
only  principle  you  need  consider  is,  do  I put  foith  correct 
doctrine?  Upon  this  subject  Brother  Brigham,  when  our 


enemies  were  finding  fault  vN<th  the  Prophet  Joseph,  spoke 
a^ls  follows: 

“He  (Joseph. Smith)  may  get  drunk  every  day  of  his  life, 

% sleep  with  his  neighbor’s  wife  every  night,  run  horses 
and  gamble,  I do  not  care  anything  about  that,  for  I 
never  embrace  any  man  in  my  faith,  but  the  doctrine 
he  has  produced  will  save  you  and  me  and  the  whole 
world.” — 4 Jour,  of  Disc.  78. 

TREAT  THIS  AS  CONFIDENTIAL. 

The  things  of  the  Kingdom  are  for  the  children  of  the 
© © 

Kingdom.  It  is  the  part  of  wisdom  that  you  should  not 
consult  much  about  this,  but  keep  it  a secret,  at  least  from  our 
enemies.  Remember  that  you  may  know  for  yourself 
whether  this  is  from  God,  .and  I therefore  entreat  you  to 
pray  diligently  for  a testimony  as  to  whether  that  which  I 
teach  is  true. 

I GIVE  YOU  A SIGN. 

If  any  traitor  among  us  should  put  these  words  into  the 
hands  of  our  enemies,  then  the  authorities  of  the  church 
may  be  moved  to  deny  any  responsibility  for  this  letter, 
and  therein  will  they  be  telling  the  truth.  But  by  a spirit  of 
discernment  you  will  see  that  they  will  not  deny  specifically 
any  of  the  inspired  doctrines  herein  set  forth,  and  by  this 
sign  shall  you  know  that  those  in  high  places  indorse  these 
doctrines,  for  that  God  is  the  same  yesterday,  to-da}'  and 
forever. 

Another  sign  by  which  you  may  know  that  the  authori- 
ties indorse  the  doctrines  taught  by  me  is  that  if  they  are 
moved  upon  to  speak  at  all,  they  will  prefer  to  discuss  and 
abuse  the  supposed  author  rather  than  to  deny  any  special 
doctrine  by  me  quoted. 

THE  VOICE  OF  THOSE  IN  AUTHORITY  IS  THE  VOICE  OF  GOD. 

Most  of  the  trouble  of  those  who  are  in  the  dark,  it 
seems  to  me,  comes  from  a wrong  understanding  of  the 
weight  which  is  to  be  given  to  the  teachings  of  the  authori- 
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ties.  It  has  been  asserted  by  many  that  the  teachings  of  the 
Apostles  are  not  to  be  taken  as  doctrine.  I feel,  therefore, 
to  set  the  brethren  right  on  this  important  matter,  through  a 
wrong  understanding  of  which  many  are  being  led  into  the 
dark.  Believers  in  the  Gospel  should  remember  that 
“whether  it  is  by  God’s  own  voice  or  the  voice  of  his  ser- 
vants it  is  the  same.” — Doct.  Cov .,  Sec.  1-38. 

“Whatsoever  they  shall  speak  when  moved  upon  by 
the  Holy  Ghost  shall  be  scripture,  shall  be  the  will  of 
the  Lord,  shall  be  the  mind  of  the  Lord,  shall  be  the 
word  of  the  Lord,  shall  be  the  voice  of  the  Lord  and 
the  power  of  God  unto  salvation.” — Doct.  & Cov., 
p.  248. 

It  is  also  revealed  by  God  that: 

“The  spirit  shall  be  given  unto  you  by  prayer  and  faith, 
and  if  ye  receive  not  the  spirit  ye  shall  not  teach.” — 
Doct.  (&  Cov.,p.  170. 

The  leading  authorities  of  this  church  have  the  faith 
and  prayers  of  all  true  latter  day  saints  in  all  the  world,  and 
therefore,  as  a necessity,  have  a greater  measure  of  divine 
spirit  and  divine  wisdom  than  any  or  all  who  only  hold 
minor  positions  in  the  priesthood  of  the  Son  of  God. 

This  was  well  expressed  by^Brother  Roberts  in  the 
Deseret  Nexus  for  January  8,  1897.  He  said: 

“When  men  are  ordained  to  fill  responsible  positions  I 
believe  that  increased  wisdom  is  given,  and  that  they 
are  not  as  liable  to  commit  error  as  those  filling  less 
responsible  positions.” 

It  would,  therefore,  have  been  perfectly  proper  for 
Brother  George  Q.  Cannon  to  have  said  what  was  attributed 
to  him  in  the  Tribune  of  January  17,  1897,  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  as  much  political  wisdom  as  all  (meaning  legisla- 
tors) combined. 

“The  wisdom  which  is  to  be  obtained  in  this  kingdom  is 
more  satisfactory  to  us  than  the  boasted  wisdom  of 
the  world.” — 6 Jour,  of  Disc.,  314. 
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President  Joseph  Smith  thus  unreserved^  states  the 
case : 

“1  am  learned  and  know  more  than  all  the  world  put  to- 
gether. The  Holy  Ghost  does  anyhow — and  he  is 
within  me  and  comprehends  more  than  all  the  world. 

I will  associate  myself  with  him.” — 6 Jour,  of 
Disc.,  5. 

NONE  HAVE  THE  RIGHT  TO  CRITICISE  THE  PRIESTHOOD. 

It  follows  very  naturally  from  the  foregoing  that  no  one 
is  permitted  to  judge  or  criticise  the  divine  wisdom  (political 
or  otherwise)  of  God  through  his  priesthood.  You  must  do 
as  you  are  told.  If  the  authorities  make  a mistake  in  their 
orders  (I  mean  counsel)  to  you  they  will  settle  that  with 
God. 

“In  their  official  positions  they  have  responsibilities  to 
carry  and  duties  to  perform  with  refereuce  to  the 
flock  over  which  they  preside,  that  no  other  man  is 
entitled  to  belittle  or  impugn,  since  in  these  respects 
they  are  answerable  only  to  God.” — Des.  News , Oct. 
23,  '95. 

“Those  church  members  who  contend  against  and  criticise 
the  exercise  of  such  right  (application  of  church 
discipline)  by  the  proper  authority,  place  themselves 
in  a condition  of  rebellion  against  such  divine  auth- 
ority and  of  apostasy  from  the  rules  it  prescribes.” — 
Des.  News,  Nov.  9 ,’  95. 

President  Cannon  modestly  puts  the  case  thus,  for  his 
priesthood : 

“Even  if  there  be  apparent  cause  for  saying  severe  things 
and  censuring  them,  no  wise  man  or  woman  will  yield 
to  that  spirit  for  fear  of  grieving  the  spirit  of  the 
Lord.  * * * The  Lord  has  not  given  to  the 
members  of  the  church  the  right  to  find  fault  with  or 
condemn  those  who  hold  the  Priesthood.  * * * 

If  file  leaders  or  presiding  authorities  do  wrong,  God 
will  deal  with  them  in  the  way  He  has  ordained. 
Those  who  preside  are  accountable  to  authority,  but 
it  is  to  the  authority  which  God  has  prescribed.  * * * 


No  necessity  will  ever  arise,  therefore,  for  men  to 
take  upon  themselves,  in  their  individual  capacity,  the 
right  to  judge  and  condemn  the  Lord’s  servants.” — 
29  Juvenile  Inst.,  745. 

THE  PRIESTHOOD,  THOUGH  NOT  INFALLIBLE,  IS  ACCOUNTABLE 

ONLY  TO  GOD. 

Are  we  then  to  believe  that  this  Priesthood  is  infallible? 
No,  of  course  not,  as  is  frankly  admitted  by  the  authorities 
when  they  re-published  Brother  Wooley’s  letter  in  a pamphlet 
gotten  out  on  Mr.  Thatcher  called  “The  Thatcher  Episode.” 
There  it  is  said  concerning  the  authorities  that: 

“ They  may  at  times  commit  errors  in  judgment,  and  even 
do  things  through  selfish  principles  not  in  keeping 
with  their  professions  and  high  callings.” 

This  might  be  the  case  if  one  in  authority  having  stock 
in  the  Utah  Sugar  Company  should  counsel  the  brethren  to 
vote  with  the  political  party  favoring  bounties  to  sugar 
factories.  Of  course,  if  such  counsel  was  given  from  a 
selfish  motive,  this  would  not  be  admitted,  but  the 
erring  brother  must  settle  that  with  God.  You  have 
no  right  to  enquire  into  the  motive,  but  must  obey 
counsel.  It  might  be  that  such  counsel  even  is  in- 
spired of  God.  The  owner  of  the  sugar  stock  may  have 
served  God  so  well  that  it  is  His  will  that  the  brother  should 
be  temporally  rewarded  for  his  faithfulness  by  making  his 
investment  in  sugar  stock  more  profitable.  Hence,  if  you 
are  counseled  to  vote  in  favor  of  a bounty  paying  political 
party,  you  must  be  obedient.;,  for  no  man  is  entitled  to 
belittle  or  impugn  those  superiors  who  give  this  counsel, 
since  in  this  respect  they  are  answerable  only  to  God. 

But  some  will  say,  “I  have  made  a careful  study  of  the 
Science  of  Government,  and  am  honestly  and  earnestly  con- 
vinced that  the  giving  of  bounties  to  sugar  factories  is  not 
within  the  legitimate  province  of  governments,  and  is  a viola- 
tion of  those  principles  of  governmental  science  upon  which 
depend  the  perpetuity  of  free  institutions.  Must  I then 


abandon  all  these  cherished  principles  at  the  suggestion  of 
those  in  authority?” 

Let  that  grand  old  man,  President  Woodruff,  answer: 

“Whatever  I might  have  obtained  in  the  shape  of  learn- 
ing by  searching  and  study  respecting  the  arts  and  the 
sciences  of  men,  whatever  principles  I may  have  im- 
bibed during  my  scientific  researches,  yet,  if  the 
Prophet  of  God  should  tell  me  that  a certain  theory 
or  principle  which  I might  have  learned  was  not 
true,  I do  not  care  what  my  ideas  might  have  been, 

I should  consider  it  my  duty  at  the  suggestion  of  my 
file  leader  to  abandon  that  principle  or  theory.” — 

5 Jour,  of  Disc.,  83. 

Your  theories  about  bounties  and  tariffs  or  any  other 
question  debated  by  scientists  or  economists  must  all  be  held 
subject  to  modification  at  the  suggestion  of  your  file  leaders. 
If  we  are  unwilling  to  do  this,  then  why  do  we  acknowledge 
the  apostles  of  our  church  as  the  mouthpieces  of  God, 
clothed  with  authority  as  prophets,  seers  and  revelators? 

THE  COUNSEL  OF  THE  PRIESTHOOD  IS  THE  WILL  OF  GOD. 

“Man,  through  receiving  the  priesthood,  becomes  God’s 
agent,  and  the  Lord  is  bound  to  recognize  him  so  long 
as  he  acts  in  accordance  with  the  terms  by  which  they 
hold  that  agency.” — Outlines  Ecc.  Hist.,  373 . 

What  are  those  terms?  Surely  not  a disobedience  to 
God’s  will,  as  made  known  through  the  counsel  of  his  mouth- 
piece. Obedience,  then,  is  the  price  of  that  divine  recogni- 
tion. 

Brother  Heber  C.  Kimball,  therefore,  spoke  in  accor- 
dance with  divine  revelation  when  he  said: 

“If  Brother  Brigham  tells  me  to  do  anything  it  is  the  same 
as  though  the  Lord  told  me  to  do  it.  This  is  the 
course  for  you  and  every  other  saint  to  take.” — 1 
Jour,  of  Disc.,  161. 

This  often  misunderstood  truth  cannot  be  too  strongly 
impressed  upon  the  saints.  I therefore  feel  to  give  you  also 
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a few  words  upon  this  subject  from  brother  S.  W.  Richards. 
He  says: 

“It  is  the  duty  of  every  officer  in  the  Kingdom  of  God  to 
turn  his  heart,  his  feelings  and  his  affections  to  his 
President,  and  as  you  seek  after  the  Spirit  of  the 
Lord  to  enable  you  to  do  His  will,  so  with  the  same 
fervency  of  soul  seek  after  the  spirit  and  will  of  your 
President  to  do  the  same  with  all  lowliness  of  heart.” 

“That  man  who  will  not  turn  his  heart  altogether  to  his 
President  and  his  immediate  counselor  cannot  have 
power  to  wield  an  influence  for  the  salvation  of  the 
people.  The  Priesthood  of  God  recognizes  no  other 
principle  of  government,  because  it  is  perfect,  and 
perfect  obedience  is  required  of  a subject  whether  high 
or  low,  rich  or  poor.” — 14  Mil.  Star , 259 . 

Nor  is  this  doctrine  a thing  of  the  past  or  to  be  for- 
gotten. It  has  in  various  forms  been  expressed  to  us  at 
almost  every  Conference.  No  inspired  tongue  ever  spoke 
this  truth  in  better  words  than  President  Wilford  Woodruff 
at  the  Box  Elder  Conference  a few  3'ears  ago. 

“The  Latter  Day  Saints  throughout  Israel  should  under- 
stand that  the  First  Presidency  of  the  church  and  the 
Twelve  Apostles  are  led  and  guided  by  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  Lord,  and  the  Lord  will  not  permit  me 
or  any  other  man  to  lead  the  people  astray.” — Juve- 
nile Inst.,  Vol.  26,  p,  671. 

TO  DIFFER  WITH  THE  PRIESTHOOD  IS  TO  DIFFER  WITH  GOD. 

Brother  B.  H.  Roberts,  who  of  late  has  seemed  one  of 
the  most  faithful  of  God’s  servants  (the  worldly  would  say 
“most  servile  of  priesthood  serfs”)  in  writing  upon  this 
subject  in  the  Deseret  Mews,  January  8,  1897,  quoted  from 
the  revelations  as  follows: 

“For  his  (the  prophet’s)  words  ye  shall  receive  as  if  from 
my  mouth  in  all  patience  and  faith.” 

Then  he  continues: 

“This  same  power  inheres  in  all  succeeding  presidencies  of 
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the  church,  and  applies  to  President  Woodruff  to-day 
as  it  did  to  the  Prophet  Joseph  Smith  in  his  day.” 

“A  great  many  people  actually  believe  that  they  can  treat 
with  impunity  the  authority  of  God,  and  the  light  of 
God,  (which)  they  claim  that  the  Almighty  has  let  down 
from  Heaven  to  earth  which  we  call  the  priesthood.” 

— 4 Jour,  of  Disc.,  123. 

This,  however,  is  a mistaken  notion,  because: 

“If  God  made  this  earth  and  all  things  that  pertain  unto 
it,  and  if  all  were  created  for  His  honor  and  glory  he 
has  the  right  to  govern  and  control  them  by  his  own 
laws;  and  He  has  a right  to  enforce  that  government 
and  show  Himself  able  to  control  the  works  of  His 
hand,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  all  men  to  render  obedience 
to  His  requirements.  The  government  of  Heaven 
would  not  have  been  separated  from  the  government 
of  man,  or  in  other  words,  there  would  not  have  been 
two  kinds,  one  called  ecclesiastical  and  the  other  civil 
government;  but  inasmuch  as  they  have  rebelled 
and  become  corrupt  and  wicked,  governments  have 
been  introduced  of  a different  character,  and  the  Lord 
has  in  some  measure  sanctioned  those  governments  so 
far  as  there  was  good  principles  existing  among 
them.” — 3 Jour,  of  Disc.,  71. 

“Jesus  Christ  is  the  head  of  this  church  and  he  got  a 
man  to  represent  him  on  earth,  namely,  Brigham 
Young  (now  Wilford  Woodruff).  Jesus  Christ  is 
still  the  head  of  the  church  and  his  will  to  men  on 
earth  will  be  made  known  by  means  of  the  mouth- 
piece of  God,  the  Prophet  and  Seer.” — 5 Jour,  of 
Disc.,  209,  Thos.  B.  Marsh. 

Is  it,  then,  strange  that  it  should  have  been  said  that: 

“It  is  apostasy  to  honestly  differ  with  the  Priesthood  in 
any  of  its  measures.” 

Is  it  not  the  same  as  though  one  would  ask  permission 
to  honestly  differ  with  God?  (See  Yol.  1 Tullidge’s  Quar. 
Mao1.,  p.  33.)  Of  course,  then,  Brother  Moses  Thatcher 
and  everv  other  saint  must  be  cut  off  or  yield  obedience 
when  the  test  comes. 
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GOD,  THROUGH  HIS  PRIESTHOOD,  CONTROLS  TEMPORAL  AS 
WELL  AS  SPIRITUAL  AFFAIRS. 

Has  any  one  in  authority  in  this  church  ever  limited  the 
power  of  God  to  all  things  except  political  or  temporal 
affairs?  No,  never.  God’s  power  knows  no  limits.  God’s 
power  is  infinite  power.  What  Latter  Day  Saint  will  com- 
mit blasphemy  by  denying  God’s  right  through  his  Holy 
Priesthood  to  control  him  in  temporal  and  political  affairs? 

Here  is  the  language  of  one  of  the  First  Presidency 
speaking  by  the  power  of  the  Holy  Ghost: 

“When  a man  says  you  may  direct  me  spiritually  but  not 
temporally  he  lies  in  the  presence  of  God.” — Des. 
News,  Apr.  25,  ’95. 

I feel  next  to  inquire  what  have  been  the  teachings 
respecting  the  “Church  and  State”  of  those  who  are  called 
as  the  representatives  of  God  on  earth,  and  who  speak  as 
moved  upon  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  whose  words  are  the  word 
of  God,  the  voice  of  God,  and  the  power  of  God  unto  salva- 
tion, and  whom  the  Lord  will  not  permit  to  lead  this  people 
astray. 

THE  KINGDOM  OF  GOD  A THEO-DEMOCRACY. 

The  martyred  Prophet,  under  date  of  April  15,  1844, 
wrote  to  the  Times  and  Seasons  as  follows: 

“As  there  is  not  a nation  or  dynasty  now  occupying  the 
earth  which  acknowledges  Almighty  God  as  their  law 
giver,  * * * 1 go  emphatically,  virtuously  and 

humanely  for  Theo-Democracy  where  God  and  the 
people  hold  power  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  men  in 
righteousness.” 

A practical  example  of  the  workings  of  God’s  will 
through  the  people  under  a Theo-Democracy  is  found  in  Vol. 
21,  Mil.  Star  at  page  795,  where  it  is  recorded  that  God 
gave  Brother  Hyrum  a testimony  that  it  would  be  better  for 
the  people  to  vote  for  Mr.  Hoge  for  Congress.  Could  any, 
under  the  circumstances,  assume  to  be  wiser  than  God  and 
vote  for  the  opposing  candidate?  Who  is  to  be  the  judge  as 
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to  what  will  best  accomplish  the  divine  object,  you  or  God? 
Will  you,  then,  deny  His  right  through  His  Priesthood  to 
influence  you  in  political  matters?  If  so,  you  are  surely 
among  those  who 

“Have  the  form  of  Godliness,  but  deny  the  power  thereof. ” 

THE  KINGDOM  OF  GOD  IS  TEMPORAL  AND  WILL  GROW  OUT  OF 

THE  CHURCH. 

I now  feel  to  briefly  trace  this  idea  of  Theo-Democracy 
in  its  development  to  the  present  time,  in  the  teachings  of 
the  Apostles  and  in  the  late  Manifesto. 

“When  God  sets  up  a system  of  revelation  (as  he  has  done 
by  the  restoration  of  the  Priesthood  in  these  latter 
days)  he  sets  up  a system  of  government.  When  I 
speak  of  government,  I mean  what  I say.  I mean  a 
government  that  shall  rule  both  temporal  and  spiritual 
affairs.” — Des.  News,  July  1 , 1857.  See  also  23 
Mil.  Star , 214. 

Many  will  ask,  “is  the  Kingdom  of  God  not  on  earth?” 
I answer  yes,  but  in  a veiy  imperfect  state. 

“Whenever  men  can  find  out  the  will  of  God,  and  find  an 
administrator  legally  authorized  from  God,  there  is 
the  Kingdom  of  God.” — 20  Mil.  Star , 439. 

Is  not  Wilford  Woodruff  such  legally  authorized  ad- 
• ministrator? 

“Where  there  is  a Prophet  or  a Priest,  or  a righteous  man 
unto  whom  God  gives  his  oracles,  there  is  the  King- 
dom of  God.” — 20  Mil.  Star , 438. 

“There  is  a nucleus  of  a government  formed  since  that  of 
the  United  States  which  is  perfect  in  its  nature,  hav- 
ing emanated  from  a being  which  is  perfect.” — 3 
Jour,  of  Disc.,  72. 

That  government,  of  course,  is  the  one  established 
through  our  church. 

“We  believe  this  church  will  prepare  the  way  for  the  com- 
ing of  Christ  to  reign  as  King,  and  this  church  will 
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then  develop  into  the  Kingdom  of  God,  * * * 

that  the  will  of  God  may  be  done  on  earth  as  it  is  in 
Heaven.” — President  Woodruff  in  11  Contrib .,  196. 

When  it  shall  have  been  completely  established  and  per- 
fected, then  will  be  the  time  that 

“The  saints  will  reign  on  the  earth  as  kings  and  priests  of 
God.” — 14  Mil.  Star , 186. 

And  we  will  again  be  able  to  say  as  was  said  in  the 
early  days  concerning  our  legislature: 

“It  is  the  ’best  legislative  body  there  is  upon  the  face  of 
the  earth,  because  they  hold  the  priesthood,  and  there 
is  no  person  there  only  those  who  hold  it.” — 6 Jour, 
of  Disc.,  129. 

ALL  OTHER  GOVERNMENTS  MUST  DISAPPEAR. 

The  tables  are  turning. 

“There  is  a time  to  come  when  all  the  heterogeneous  and 
discordant,  uninspired  systems  of  political*  and  relig- 
ious government  will  fall  to  the  ground  and  give 
place  to  the  paternal  government  of  Jehovah  whose 
right  it  is  to  reign  * * * . The  children  of  God, 

invested  with  the  authority  of  the  royal  priesthood  of 
Melchisadec  and  Aaron,  will  administer  in  all  the 
affairs  of  government,  spiritual  and  temporal,  under 
the  titles  and  dignity  of  ‘Kings  and  Priests  to  God.’  ” 

—14  Mil.  Star , 248. 

“All  governments  that  have  not  been  theocratical  in  their 
nature,  but  have  been  organized  in  a greater  or  less 
degree  by  man’s  wisdom  will  be  done  away.” — 3 
Jour , of  Disc,,  70. 

Notwithstanding  this  we  affirm  our  loyalty  to  the  • 
United  States  Government  because  it  is  best  adapted  to  aid 
in  establishing  the  more  perfect  Kingdom  of  God.  It  is  true 
that  : 

“Of  all  governments  that  had  arisen  among  men,  there 
were  none  so  great  and  good  as  the  government  of  the 
United  States,  and  yet  the  government  of  God  in  its 
very  infancy  was  greater  than  it.” — 3 Jour,  of  Disc., 

73. 
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“God  has  commenced  to  set  up  His  Kingdom  on  the  earth 
and  all  hell  and  its  devils  are  moving  against  it.” — 5 

O O 

Jour,  of  Disc.,  75. 

“When  the  United  States  has  done  their  best,  then  other 
nations  will  tackle  us,  and  so  things  will  go  on  until 
every  nation  is  brought  into  subjection  to  the  King- 
dom of  God.” — 5 Jour,  of  Disc.,  275. 

God,  through  his  priesthood,  has  been  continually  pre- 
paring the  way  for  the  establishment  of  His  Kingdom  since 
the  restoration  of  his  priesthood  in  these  latter  days.  The 
Manifesto  is  but  one  step  as  statehood  was  another  in  the 
preparation  for  the  time  when  God’s  will  shall  be  supreme 
upon  this  earth,  and  He  acknowledged  by  the  Theo  Demo- 
cracy as  the  law  giver. 

Do  we  intend,  then,  to  overthrow  all  earthly  govern- 
ments? Are  we  treasonable  toward  the  United  States?  Of 
course  not.  We  believe  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  divinely  inspired  and  for  the  very  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting and  aiding  in  the  protection  of  those  who  are  doing 
God’s  will. 

“That  Kingdom  grows  out  of  the  Church  of  Jesus  Christ 

o o 

of  Latter  Day  Saints,  but  it  is  not  the  church.” — 

2 Jour,  of  Disc.,  310. 

Thus  you  will  see  that  we  as  Latter  Day  Saints  draw 
finer  distinctions  between  church  and  state  than  any  other 
people. 

WHAT  IS  THE  KINGDOM  OF  GOD  ? 

What,  then,  is  the  Kingdom  of  God  which  is  now  being 
so  peacefully  established? 

“In  every  sense  of  the  word  it  is  a republican  government 
and  differs  but  little  in  form  from  our  national,  state 
and  territorial  governments,  but  its  subjects  will 
recognize  the  will  and  dictation  of  the  Almighty,” 
(11  Contrib.,  p.  161.)  which,  of  course,  will  come 
through  the  Prophet,  Seer  and  Revelator  of  the 
church . 
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“But  some  may  enquire,  is  it  right,  is  it  lawful  for  an- 
other government  to  be  organized  within  the  United 
States  of  a Theocratical  nature?  Yes,  perfectly  so. 
Does  not  the  Constitution  of  our  country  guarantee 
to  all  religious  societies  the  right  of  forming  any 
ecclesiastical  government  if  it  likes?  Certainly  it 
does.” — Orson  Pratt , July  <9,  1855 , Tabernacle . 

“The  Kingdom  of  God  is  an  order  of  government  estab- 
lished by  divine  authority,  it  is  the  only  legal  gov- 
ernment that  can  exist  in  any  part  of  the  universe. 
All  other  governments  are  illegal  and  unauthorized. 
God  having  made  all  beings  and  worlds,  has  the 
supreme  right  to  govern  them  by  His  own  laws  and 
by  officers  of  His  own  appointment.” — Orson  Pratt , 
Kingdom  of  God , 1. 

Why,  then,  will  any  Latter  Day  Saint  object  to  having 
his  political  conduct  controlled  by  God  through  his  priest- 
hood? Are  we  prepared  to  deny  God’s  right,  or  God’s 
power  or  God’s  priesthood?  If  we  deny  any  of  these  we 
are  not  true  Latter  Day  Saints. 

Our  apostle  continues: 

“As  the  persons  of  the  Father  and  the  Son  cannot  be 
everywhere  present,  it  is,  therefore,  impossible  for 
them  to  attend  in  person  to  all  the  multiplied  affairs 
of  government  among  intelligent  beings,  therefore, 
God,  in  establishing  a government  among  such  beings, 
has  always  called  persons  of  their  own  number  to 
officiate  in  His  name.  The  various  officers  called  of 
God  to  administer  the  affairs  of  His  government  are 
apostles,  prophets,  bishops,  evangelists,  elders,  pas- 
tors, teachers  and  deacons.  God  has  only  one  way  of 
calling  these  different  officers  and  that  is  by  new 
revelation.” — Kingdom  of  God , 5,  Orson  Pratt. 

THE  JUNTA  IS  ALL  RIGHT. 

The  Prophet  of  God  can  no  more  be  every  where  present 
than  can  the  Father.  It  often  becomes  necessary,  therefore, 
to  appoint  committees  composed  of  the  leading  men  among 
this  people,  who  will  see  to  it  that  nothing  is  made  a law  in 
this  state  which  is  not  pleasing  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord. 
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Many  have  said  that  such  a committee  did  counsel  members 
of  the  Legislature  of  1896  who  were  of  our  church,  and 
threatened  them  with  church  discipline  if  they  should  not 
obey  counsel.  1 do  not  say  that  this  is  true,  but  I do  say 
that  it  would  be  perfectly  proper  and  right  if  it  was  true. 
Members  of  the  Legislature  would  have  no  more  right  to 
disregard  the  advice  of  such  a committee  than  they  have  the 
right  to  disregard  the  counsul  of  President  Woodruff,  and  to 
disagree  with  the  mouthpiece  of  God  is  the  same  as  disagree- 
ing with  God.  You  have  your  agency  and  may  do  all  these 
things.  If  you  do  them  you  thereby  argue  yourself  out  of 
the  church,  and  should  not  complain  if  treated  as  an  apostate. 

Any  other  method  would  result  in  destroying  the  unity 
which  should  prevail  among  us,  and  would  make  it  impossi- 
ble for  the  laws  of  the  Kingdom  to  be  in  accordance  with 
the  revelations  from  Jesus  Christ. 

THE  CHURCH  AND  STATE  WILL  NOT  BE  UNITED. 

Will  the  church  and  state  be  merged  into  each  other? 
No. 

“The  gospel  covenants  are  for  those  who  believe  and 
obey;  municipal  laws  are  for  both  saints  and  sin- 
ners.”— 11  Contrib . , 161. 

The  state,  though  distinct  from  the  church,  will  yet  be 
governed  only  by  those  who  have 

“The  power  that  proceedeth  from  the  Almighty,”  and  “will 
recognize  the  will  and  dictation  of  the  Almighty,  and 
other  people  who  may  not  yield  full  obedience  to  His 
laws  nor  be  fully  instructed  in  His  covenants,  will, 
nevertheless,  have  to  yield  full  obedience  to  His  gov- 
ernment.”— Gov.  of  God , 88,  John  Taylor. 

The  Kingdom  of  Jesus  will  triumph  and  the  legislators 
of  that  Kingdom  will  be  the  members  of  our  church. 

“And  the  laws  of  that  Kingdom  will  be  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  revelations  from  Jesus  Christ.” — 5 
Jour,  of  Disc.,  330. 

That  is  what  we  mean  by  having  officers  who  have  “that 
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power  which  proceedeth  from  the  Almighty,”  and  that  a 
Theo-Democrac}7  is  a government  where  “God  and  the  peo- 
ple hold  power  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  men  in  righteous- 
ness.” 

The  only  difference  that  I can  see  between  the  Kingdom 
of  God  and  our  present  government  is  in  the  personnel  of 
those  who  rule  and  the  greater  righteousness  in  the  exercise 
of  their  power.  Under  the  perfected  Kingdom  of  God, 

“ Every  man  that  officiates  in  a public  capacity  will  be 
filled  with  the  spirit  of  God , with  the  light  of  God , 
with  the  power  of  God , and  will  understand  right 
from  wrong,  truth  from  error,  light  from  darkness, 
that  which  tends  to  life  and  that  which  tends  to 
death.” — 11  Contrib .,  163. 

So  subtile  are  God’s  methods  in  this  matter  that, 

“No  man  can  draw  the  dividing  line  between  the  government 
of  God  and  the  government  of  the  children  of  men.” 

— 23  Mil.  Star , 296. 

“The  Kingdom  of  God  is  a Theocracy.” — Kingdom  of 
God  2,  Orson  Pratt. 

“What  do  we  understand  by  Theocratic  government? 
One  in  which  laws  are  enacted  in  righteousness,  and 
whose  officers  possess  that  power  which  proceedeth  from 
the  Almighty.  This  is  the  kind  of  government  I 
allude  to  when  I speak  of  a Theocratic  government  as 
the  Kingdom  of  God  upon  the  earth.” — 11  Contrib ., 
163. 

We  have  thus  far  seen  that  the  teachings  of  the  priest- 
hood on  all  matters  including  politics  is  the  will  of  the  Lord, 
and  we  have  had  pointed  out  what  the  will  of  the  Lord  is 
concerning  the  Kingdom  of  God. 

THE  MANIFESTO  IS  IN  HARMONY  WITH  THE  DOCTRINE  WHICH 
HAS  ALWAYS  PREVAILED  IN  THE  CHURCH. 

Let  us  now  see  whether  this  declaration  of  principles  has 
in  it  aught  that  contradicts  what  has  been  taught  by  those 
who  have  the  faith  and  prayers  of  all  the  true  saints  in  all 
the  world,  who  have,  therefore,  been  permitted  to  teach 
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under  the  influence  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  who  cannot  lead 
this  people  astray  because  their  voice  is  the  voice  of  the  Lord 
and  the  power  of  God  unto  salvation.  Let  me  tell  you,  my 
dear  brother,  that  as  you  read  on  you  should  remember  that: 

“A  servant  of  God  holding  the  power  and  the  keys  of  the 
Holy  Apostleship  does  not  speak  in  this  manner  for 
mere  pastime.  There  is  more  in  these  utterances  than 
we  are  apt  to  attach  unless  we  are  aided  by  the  spirit 
of  God.” 

The  “Late  Manifesto,”  so  called,  is  the  unanimous 
voice  of  the  priesthood  of  God,  therefore  it  is  God’s. 

This  view  has  the  indorsement  of  Apostle  Francis  H. 
Lyman  if  he  is  correctly  reported  in  the  Salt  Lalce  Herald 
for  April  29,  1896.  There  he  is  reported  to  have  said  that 
the  declaration  of  principles  was  a revelation.  Any  other 
view  presupposes  that  the  authorities  were  in  this  matter 
acting  without  the  divine  influence  to  which  their  office  en- 
titles them.  The  same  view  is  taken  by  the  authorities 
when  they  published  Brother  Nelson’s  “Open  letter  to  the 
Hon.  Moses  Thatcher.”  (See  page  10  of  that  letter.) 

The  Manifesto  says: 

“As  to  the  right  and  authority  of  the  priesthood  of  the 
Son  of  God,  it  is  of  the  highest  importance  that  there 
should  be  no  difference  of  opinion  among  the  officers 
and  the  members  of  the  Church  of  Jesus  Christ  of 
Latter  Day  Saints.  Feeling  the  necessity  of  a correct 
understanding  of  this  principle,  we  deem  it  proper 
* * * to  prepare  and  present  a statement  on  the 

subject,  embodying  the  doctrine  which  has  always  'pre- 
vailed in  the  church  and  our  view  upon  it.” 

After  much  wisdom  being  used  which  a wise  God  calcu- 
lated to  right  certain  matters  and  allay  the  hostility  of  our 
enemies,  the  Manifesto  continues  concerning  the  members  of 
the  priesthood  which  includes  almost  every  reputable  man  in 
the  entire  community,  by  saying: 

“They  realized  that  in  accepting  ecclesiastical  office  they 
assumed  certain  obligations.  That  among  these  was 


17 


the  obligation  to  magnify  the  office  which  they  held, 
to  attend  to  its  duties  in  preference  to  every  other 
labor,  and  to  devote  themselves  exclusively  to  it  with 
all  the  zeal,  industry  and  strength  they  possessed, 
unless  released  in  part  or  for  a time  by  those  who 
preside  over  them.” 

From  this  obligation,  which  we  all  understand,  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Manifesto  follows  as  naturally  as  the  night 
follows  the  setting  sun.  The  rule  as  promulgated  is  as 
follows  : 

“We  unanimously  agree  to  and  promulgate  as  a rule  that 
should  always  he  observed  in  the  church  and  by  every 
leading  official  thereof,  that  before  accepting  any 
position,  political  or  otherwise,  which  would  inter- 
fere with  the  proper  and  complete  discharge  of  his 
ecclesiastical  duties,  and  before  accepting  a nomina- 
tion or  entering  into  engagements  to  perform  new 
duties,  said  official  should  apply  to  the  proper  authori- 
ties and  learn  from  them  whether  he  can  consistently, 
with  the  obligations  already  entered  into  with  the 
church  upon  assuming  his  office,  take  upon  himself 
added  duties  and  labors  and  responsibilities  of  the 
new  position.” 

THE  MANIFESTO  APPLIES  TO  ALL. 

Some  of  the  younger  members  of  the  priesthood  who 
aje  troubled  with  stiff-neckedness,  have  assumed  that  they 
knew  better  than  their  superiors  whether  a political  office, 
“would  interfere  with  the  proper  and  complete  discharge  of 
his  ecclesiastical  duties,”  and  therefore  they  deny  that  it  is 
required  of  them  that  they  should  take  counsel  in  these 
matters.  God’s  house  is  a house  of  order,  and  none  holding 
an  inferior  position  can  know  more  about  his  duties  than  do 
his  superiors.  All  must  therefore  obey  this  rule,  or  as  it  is 
put  in  the  Manifesto,  “it  should  always  be  observed  in  the 
church.”  Can  it  “always  be  observed  in  the  church”  when 
some  in  the  church  are  refusing  to  observe  it  and  are  assert- 
ing that  it  applies  only  to  high  officials,  simply  because  high 
officials  are  specially  referred  to?  It  is  not  strange,  there- 


fore,  that  the  First  Presidency  should  say  in  the  same  docu- 
ment : 

“Our  view,  and  it  has  been  the  view  of  all  our  predeces- 
sors, is  that  no  officer  of  our  church , especially  those 
in  high  standing,  should  take  a course  to  violate  this 
long  established  practice .” 

Can  it  be  that  God  has  given  to  the  inferior  officers  of 
His  Kingdom  the  right  to  decide  for  themselves  whether 
they  “can  consistently,  with  the  obligations  already  entered 
into  with  the  church,”  take  upon  themselves  added  duties, 
and  that  He  has  not  given  that  power  to  the  apostles? 

Brother  Joseph  F.  Smith  was  speaking  by  the  power  of 
the  Holy  Ghost  when  he  said  in  the  Provo  Conference  that: 

“It  (the  Manifesto)  applies  not  only  to  those  who  signed 
their  names  to  it,  but  to  every  officer  and  member  of 
the  church.” — Des.  News,  April  25,  1896.\ 

Surely  nothing  in  this  Manifesto  can  be  said  to  violate 
any  doctrine  taught  by  the  present  authorities  or  their  pre- 
decessors. It  seems  to  me  that  the  spirit  of  wisdom  should 
make  it  plain  that  the  Manifesto  is  directly  in  line  with  the 
preparations  being  made  for  the  perfect  establishment  of  the 
Kingdom  of  God  when  “every  man  that  officiates  in  a public 
capacity  will  be  filled  with  the  spirit  of  God  with  the  light 
of  God  and  with  the  power  of  God.”  How  could  any  rule 
of  discipline  be  better  calculated  to  bring  about  this  muck 
desired  result  than  is  the  rule  set  forth  in  the  Manifesto? 
The  authorities  who  have  the  spirit  of  the  Lord  can  know 
best  which  members  of  the  church  are  best  fitted  to  fill 
“that  power  which  proceedeth  greatest  measure  possessed  of 
public  office  by  being  in  the  from  the  Almighty.” 

They  know  who  will  most  magnify  the  church  in  the 
help  he  will  give  toward  the  establishment  of  the  Kingdom 
of  God,  and  will  withhold  their  consent  from  those  who,  by 
having  the  spirit  of  the  apostasy,  are  not  certain  to  recognize 
Jehovah  as  the  great  law  giver  of  the  Theo-Democracy. 
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BROTHER  ROBERTS’  VIEW. 

Brother  Roberts  correctly  sensed  the  situation  in  1895 
when  he  said: 

“Such  a requirement  (aS  the  obtaining  of  consent  from 
church  superiors)  in  our  community  would  place  the 
control  of  the  respective  parties  under  the  church 
ffiocials  (as  the  agents  of  God)  and  would  give  politi- 
cal affairs  entirely  into  their  hands.” — Herald , Oct. 
14 , 1895. 

Brother  Roberts  was  then  laboring  under  the  influence 
of  a bad  spirit  and  thought  this  something  to  be  avoided. 

Since  then  he  has  had  the  visions  of  a glorious  future 
opened  to  him,  and  now  he  understands  that  this  is  as  it 
should  be,  and  a part  of  God’s  grand  scheme  for  the  salva- 
tion of  mankind  through  the  perfect  establishment  of  His 
Kingdom. 

GENTILES  CAN  HOLD  OFFICE.  WHY? 

Are  then  no  gentiles  to  be  permitted  to  hold  office? 
Of  course  they  will  be  permitted  to  hold  office,  at  least  until 
the  Kingdom  of  God  has  been  perfected  upon  the  earth,  and 
many  times  they  will  do  more  toward  the  establishment  of 
the  Kingdom  of  God  than  those  who  pretend  to  be  of  the 
Kingdom.  This  reminds  me  of  an  old  comparison  which  I 
once  knew  Brother  Roberts  to  make,  in  which  he  asked 
substantially  this  question: 

“Which  of  two  sons  is  to  be  considered  most  worthy  of 
paternal  favor,  the  one  who  continually  promises  to  do  the 
father’s  bidding  but  never  does  it,  or  the  one  who  insists 
that  he  will  not  do  the  father’s  bidding  and  yet  executes  his 
every  wish?” 

We  say  the  latter  is  the  more  worthy  of  his  father’s 
favor  than  the  former.  Let  this  be  an  example  to  be  re- 
membered by  our  people. 

This  course,  if  pursued  with  wisdom  by  the  saints, 
will  have  a two-fold  beneficial  effect.  In  the  first  place  it 
will  make  many  of  the  saints  who  are  ambitious  more  faith- 
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ful,  und  at  the  same  time  will  cause  many  to  seek  our  in- 
fluence who  otherwise  might  be  our  enemies,  and  this  without 
retarding  the  work  of  perfecting  the  Theo-Democracv. 

brother  thatcher’s  fahse  doctrine. 

None  ought  to  know  these  teachings  better  than  Brother 
Thatcher.  It  is  remarkable,  therefore,  that  he  should  ever 
have  as  far  forgotten  his  duty  toward  God  and  the  Kingdom 
of  God,  as  he  did  last  winter. 

In  order  that  the  brethren  may  fully  understand  the 
spirit  of  Satan  and  his  method  of  leading  the  faithful  astray, 
I will  give  a few  passages  from  Brother  Thatcher’s  speeches 
which  show  how  he  was  led  off.  He  said: 

“No  legislator  can  keep  his  oath  of  office  inviolable  if  he 
or  she  allows  the  officials  of  an  ecclesiastical  organiza- 
tion to  control  his  action  within  the  province  of  the 
state.” 

“The  day  must  come  in  Utah  when  he  who  (being  an 
officer  in  the  state)  holds  a higher  allegiance  (to  the 
chiefs  of  any  alien  or  church  organization)  than  that 
which  (under  his  solemn  oath)  belongs  to  the  state, 
must  not  be  a lawmaker  in  the  halls  ot  the  state.” 

If  such  doctrine  as  that  put  forth  by  Brother  Thatcher 
above  was  accepted  by  the  church,  the  Kingdom  of  God 
never  could  be  established,  because  none  could  hold  office 
who  possess  that  power  which  proceedeth  from  the  Almighty, 
nor  could  the  saints  ever  reign  upon  the  earth  as  kings  and 
queens,  and  the  laws  of  the  Kingdom  of  God  could  not  be 
made  in  accordance  with  revelations  from  Jesus  Christ. 
Our  allegiance  to  God  is  over  and  above  all,  and  all  matters, 
both  spiritual  and  temporal,  must  be  held  subordinate  to  it. 
Brother  Thatcher  and  all  others  who  indorse  such  doctrines 
must,  therefore,  be  treated  as  apostates  unless  they  repent 
of  such  teachings  and  renounce  them. 

Satan,  who  is  ever  alert  for  victims,  was  quick  to  dis- 
cover Brother  Thatcher’s  weakness  and  caused  all  the  ene- 
mies of  the  church  to  rally  to  his  support,  and  secured  for 
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him  the  indorsement  of  a hostile  press  and  the  cheers  of  the 
multitude  who  were  antagonistic  to  the  church  leaders. 

Brother  Thatcher  has  suffered  much  from  bodily  afflic- 
tions which  have  weakened  him  in  mind  to  some  extent,  or 
rather  tended  to  cloud  his  brain,  but  the  light  of  the  spirit 
will  yet  return,  and  the  damnable  doctrines  by  him  taught 
as  above  will  yet  be  by  him  retracted. 

He  must  learn  the  lesson  of  humility  and  feel  to  speak 
as  did  one  of  the  Lord’s  servants  in  the  last  legislature  when 
he  said  that  he 

“Would  rather  be  a doorkeeper  in  the  Temple  of  the 

Lord  than  to  be  President  of  the  United  States.” 

If  Brother  Thatcher  will  not  repent  of  his  apostasy  in 
denying  a “higher  allegiance”  in  matters  of  state  he  must 
surely  be  turned  over  to  the  buffetings  of  Satan. 

Do  we  not  all  owe  a higher  allegiance  to  God  than  to 
any  of  the  things  of  this  earth?  Is  not  Wilford  Woodruff 
the  mouthpiece  of  God?  Why,  then,  should  we  not  show 
him  in  his  official  capacity  a “higher  allegiance”  even  as  to 
matters  of  state? 

He  who  denies  such  higher  allegiance  has  an  apostate 
spirit  and  will  be  heard  to  talk  about  stultification,  dishonor, 
etc. 

THE  BRETHREN  SHALL  ACCEPT  THE  WORDING.  THE  INTER- 
PRETATION WILL  COME  LATER. 

Let  me  caution  the  brethren  against  accepting  any 
private  interpretation  of  this  declaration  of  principles,  or 
Manifesto  as  it  is  called,  which  may  be  contrary  to  its 
plain  letter.  There  are  those  who  are  weak  in  the  faith  to 
whom  it  will  be  interpreted  as  applying  to  high  officials. 
And  that  is  right,  it  does  apply  to  high  officials  but  it  applies 
to  others  also.  Do  not  be  harsh  with  those  who  may  sug- 
gest the  other  view.  After  they  have  accepted  the  declara- 
tion by  its  letter,  the}^  will,  with  the  grace  of  God,  be  led 
later  to  accept  also  the  correct  interpretation. 

In  this  connection,  let  me  ask,  can  it  be  dishonorable  for 
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a man  to  hold  himself  and  his  franchise  always  in  readiness  to 
do  those  things  which  are  most  pleasing  in  the  sight  of  the 
Lord,  and  to  so  use  his  right  to  vote  as  to  further  the  Lord’s 
design  in  the  establishment  of  the  Kingdom  of  God?  Cer- 
tainly  not.  But  these  fault-finders  say  that  the  rule  of 
counsel  in  political  matters  has  been  suspended.  That  prior 
to  statehood  the  leading  authorities  of  the  church  and  the 
church  in  conference  assembled,  made  certain  promises 
which  are  not  in  harmeny  with  the  past  teachings  herein  set 
forth  concerning  the  establishment  of  the  Kingdom  of  God, 
and  that  the  Manifesto  because  it  re-establishes  the  old  order 
of  things  is  therefore  dishonorable. 


STATEHOOD  WAS  NOT  SECURED  BY  TRICKERY. 

It  is  claimed  that  statehood  was  secured  by  virtue  of 
certain  promises  made  by  the  leading  authorities  and  by  the 
church,  and  that  the  Manifesto,  because  it  is  a means  for  the 
more  perfect  establishment  of  the  Kingdom  of  God,  is  in 
contradiction  of  those  past  promises,  and  makes  it  seem  as 
though  the  authorities  and  the  church  in  conference  assem- 
bled had  deliberately  made  promises  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  statehood,  which  they  intended  to  violate  after 
securing  statehood,  and  which  by  the  adoption  of  the  Mani- 
festo they  have  violated.  Hence  the  spirit  of  apostasy 
prompts  them  to  talk  about  ‘‘double  dealing  and  punic 
faith . ’ ’ 

How  a man  can  in  one  breath  acknowledge  the  apostles 
of  our  church  as  the  mouthpieces  of  the  Lord,  clothed  with 
authority  as  prophets,  seers  and  revelators,  and  in  the  next 
breath  complain  of  their  “double  dealing  and  punic  faith,” 
is  beyond  understanding.  If  there  is  any  double  dealing  or 
punic  faith  it  is  the  Lord’s,  and  certainly  no  member  of  our 
church  will  assume  to  sit  in  judgment  over  God. 

ALL  NON-PARTISAN  POLITICS  MUST  BE  ENCOURAGED. 

Another  matter  about  which  the  brethren  should  be 
cautioned  is  that  of  permitting  a partisan  spirit  in  politics  to 
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lead  them  into  unchristian-like  conduct,  insomuch  that  they 
find  fault  with  the  servants  of  God  and  engender  hostile 
feelings  toward  others  of  our  faith.  This  must  not  be. 
All  must  dwell  in  peace  and  harmony  in  the  Lord,  and  to 
the  end  that  party  lines  may  not  encourage  strife,  many 
of  the  brethren,  (not  all),  should  actively  interest  them- 
selves in  all  non-partisan  politics.  This  course  can  always  be 
justified  by  the  ever  present  necessity  for  reform,  and  will 
often  save  the  brethren  embarrassment  in  changing  their 
party  affiliations  in  obedience  to  counsel. 

We  can  well  afford  to  follow  in  the  lead  of  President 
Brigham  Young,  who,  while  at  Nauvoo,  thus  expressed  him- 
self concerning  parties  and  politics: 

“I  despise  the  principle  that  divides  the  nation  into  party 
and  faction.  I want  it  to  grow  up  like  a green  bay 
tree.  Damn  the  system  of  splitting  up  the  nation 
into  opposite  belligerent  parties.” 

ANTE-STATEHOOD  DECLARATIONS. 

Let  us  now  examine  into  the  various  promises  made 
before  statehood  and  see  whether  any  of  them  really  con- 
tradicted any  of  the  past  teachings  of  the  apostles  herein  set 
forth,  or  the  rule  of  discipline  set  forth  in  the  Manifesto. 

I.  In  the  now  famous  Times  interview  the  authorities 
said  that  they  wanted  the  people  to  understand  that  “the 
church  will  not  assert  any  right  to  control  the  political  action 
of  its  members.”  Neither  has  the  church  since  or  before 
asserted  such  a right.  If  there  has  been  any  “control”  it 
was  the  rightful  control  of  Jehovah  over  a God-fearing 
flock,  not  the  control  of  the  church  over  its  members.  The 
source  of  the  control  was  God,  not  the  church.  The  means 
of  control  was  simply  the  love  of  God  on  the  part  of  the 
people,  not  the  exercise  of  any  church  influence  on  the  part 
of  man.  The  church  was  the  subject  not  the  source  of 
control. 

II.  “As  officers  of  the  church  we  disclaim  the  right  to 
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control  the  political  action  of  the  members  of  our  body,”  so 
the  interview  continues.  But  this  does  not  mean  that  God 
disclaims  the  right  through  His  priesthood  to  give  counsel  to 
members  of  His  church.  While  God  has  the  right  to  control 
He  will  not  exercise  it,  but  leaves  every  one  free  to  accept 
or  reject  it.  If  any  desire  to  apostatize  and  go  to  hell  they 
can  do  so. 

“As  officers  of  the  church”  the  authorities  have  no 
right  whatever  to  control  its  members  politically,  but  no  just 
man  will  attempt  to  torture  this  disclaimer  into  a refusal  of 
the  authorities  to  impart  inspired  counsel  to  the  brethren; 
such  a failure  of  duty  on  the  part  of  any  saint  would  mean 
apostasy. 

III.  In  the  Times  interview  it  was  further  said  that  it 
was  the  wish  of  the  church  to  maintain  a separation  of 
church  and  state.  This  is  reiterated  in  the  Manifesto  in  these 
words: 

“We  wish  to  state  in  the  most  positive  and  emphatic  lan- 
guage that  at  no  time  has  there  ever  been  any  attempt, 
or  even  desire  on  the  part  of  the  leading  authorities 
referred  to,  to  have  the  church  in  any  manner  en- 
croach upon  the  rights  of  the  state,  or  to  unite  in  any 
degree  the  functions  of  the  one  with  the  other.” 

This  same  thought  has  been  so  often  repeated  by  the 
authorities  that  it  should  be  plain  to  every  one  what  they 
mean. 

WHAT  IS  NECESSARY  TO  A UNION  OF  CHURCH  AND  STATE. 

There  can  be  no  union  of  church  and  state  when  all 
churches  and  all  members  of  all  churches  are  equal  before 
the  law. 

Suppose  that  all  Latter-Day  Saints  should  refuse  to  vote 
for  any  but  righteous  and  God-fearing  men,  and  that  from 
this  it  would  result  that, 

“Every  man  that  officiates  in  a public  capacity  will  be  filled 
with  the  Spirit  of  God,  with  the  light  of  God,  and  with 
the  power  of  God.” 
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In  other  words,  suppose  as  the  result  of  an  election 
legally  conducted  none  but  Latter  Day  Saints  in  good  stand- 
ing should  be  elected  to  office,  would  this  be  a union  of 
church  and  state?  No;  because  all  the  sects  had  the  same 
rio-ht  to  vote  that  the  saints  had,  and  it  surely  is  not  our 
fault  if  the  saints  are  convinced  that  those  who  reject  the 

living  oracles  of  God  are  less,  fit  to  officiate  in  the  Theo- 
© 

Democracy  than  those  who  have  the  power  that  proceedeth 
from  Godliness. 

Hence  it  is  true  that  the  saints  do  not  and  never  have 
favored  a union  of  church  and  state,  and  the  church  never 
has  encroached  upon  the  rights  of  the  state,  and  the  saints 
have  always  resented  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  state  to 
encroach  upon  the  rights  of  the  church. 

While  it  is-  true  that  the 

“First  Presidency  (which  includes  President  Woodruff) 
and  other  leading  officials  did  make  certain  sugges- 
tions to  the  people  when  the  division  upon  party  lines 
took  place,”  (Manifesto) 

which  it  was  understood  were  to  the  effect  that  the  brethren 
should  be,  as  nearly  as  possible,  evenly  divided,  and  that 
certain  brethren  who  were  uncertain  politically  were  set  apart 
to  be  Republicans,  this  was  not  a violation  of  any  promise. 
It  was  not  a union  of  church  and  state  as  already  shown, 
nor  was  any  one  compelled  to  accept  this  counsel.  It  was 
just  such  advice  as  any  might  give,  and  such  as  all  political 
speakers  assume  to  give. 

If  the  advice  of  politicians  was  disregarded  and  some 
people  preferred  to  take  the  advice  of  their  file  leaders,  of 
whom  God  said, 

“Whatsoever  they  shall  speak  when  moved  upon  by  the 
Holy  Ghost  shall  be  scripture,  shall  be  the  willof  the 
Lord,”  etc.,  then  are  the  authorities  to  be  blamed 
therefor?  Certainly  not.  The  counsel  of  the  Lord’s  ser- 
vants is  entitled  to  more  weight  than  that  of  any  and  all 
blatant  politicians. 

This  counsel  from  the  First  Presidency,  or  rather 
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“These  suggestions  were  necessary  in  order  that  the  full 
benefit  should  not  be  lost  which  was‘ hoped  to  result 
from  this  new  political  division.” — (Manifesto .) 

That  statehood  was  so  soon  secured  conclusively  shows 
that  the  wisdom  of  God  is  superior  to  the  wisdom  of  man. 

In  general  conference  the  church  said: 

“This  church  does  not  claim  to  be  an  independent  tem- 
poral Kingdom  of  God.” — Des . News,  Dec.  14, 1889. 

It  is  not  an  independent  Kingdom  because  it  will  con- 
form to  the  present  form  and  operate  through  them  so  that : 

“No  man  can  draw  the  dividing  line  between  the  govern- 
ment of  God  and  the  government  of  the  children  of 
men.” — 23  Mil.  Star,  296. 

Neither  will  it  be  a temporal  Kingdom  because  God  has 

said : 

“All  things  unto  Me  are  spiritual.” — Doc.  dc  Cov.,  146. 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  whether  the  acts  of  the  Lord's 
servants  pertain  to  the  hoeing  of  potatoes  or  administering 
of  affairs  of  a Theo-Democracy  it  is  spiritual  in  the  sight  of 
the  Lord.  Therefore  we  are  justified  in  saying  that  the 
Kingdom  of  God  is  spiritual,  even  though  the  world  would 
call  the  same  acts  temporal. 

Brother  John  Taylor,  in  his  Government  of  God,  (page 
85)  expresses  it  thus: 

“These  things  are  spiritual,  but  they  are  literal;  they  are 
temporal,  but  they  are  also  spiritual  and  eternal; 
hence,  with  God  all  things  are  temporal ; all  things 
are  spiritual.” 

GENTILES  DECEIVED  THEMSELVES. 

But  it  is  claimed  that  Gentiles  understood  these  pleges 
against  a union  of  church  and  state  to  mean  that  the  saints 
had  abandoned  their  efforts  to  establish  the  perfect  Kingdom 
of  God,  and  that  Jehovah  would  sit  mute  in  Heaven,  while 
demigogs  were  harangueing  and  misleading  his  people,  and 
that  never  again  would  God,  through  his  priesthood,  impart 
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temporal  wisdom  to  the  saints,  and  that  henceforth  we  were 
to  be  no  longer  a united  people. 

If  any  thus  understood  the  declaration  of  the  church, 
then  let  them  know  that  that  understanding  was  not  war- 
ranted by  any  words  of  the  authorities,  or  of  the  church. 
If  any  were  deceived  by  what,  actually  was  said,  then  the}7 
deceived  themselves  by  being  worldly  wise,  and  spiritually 
foolish,  and  none  in  the  church  are  to  blame. 

I am  much  grieved  that  many  of  the  brethren,  some  in 
high  places,  have  been  led  almost  to  apostasy  because  they 
have  judged  these  declarations  by  the  standards  of  the  world 
instead  of  inspecting  them  with  spiritual  eyes.  Even  if  the 
authorities  had  told  outright  falsehoods  in  the  matter,  it 
would  not  have  justified  any  true  saint  in  accusing  them  of 
“dishonor,”  “stultification,”  “deception”  and  “trickery” 
as  many  have  done.  The  prayerful  in  heart  will  always 
remember  the  words  of  Brother  Cannon  already  quoted: 

“Even  if  there  is  apparent  cause  for  saying  severe  things 
and  censuring  them,  no  wise  man  or  woman  will  yield 
to  that  spirit  for  fear  of  grieving  the  spirit  of  the 
Lord.” 


Even  falsehood  may  be  sanctified  when  the  ends  are  the 
accomplishment  of  God’s  purposes.  This  has  been  so  in  all 
dispensations.  We  all  understand  now  that  the  principle  of 
plural  marriage  was  revealed  as  early  as  1831,  and  a few 
were  permitted  to  enter  into  that  celestial  bond  soon  after, 
that  many  were  commanded  to  practice  it  from  and  after 
1842,  and  yet  all  elders  were  justified  in  denying  it  until 
1851  when  the  revelation  was  made  public. 

Brother  John  Taylor  was  directed  to  take  plural  wives 
as  early  as  1841,  (Life  John  Taylor,  99)  and  yet  he  was 
justified  in  denying  and  denouncing  the  practice  of  polygamy 
as  he  did  at  Bologne-surmer,  France.  (See  Public  Discus- 
sion, page  8.)  So  it  is  also  right,  though  false,  for  the 
conference  of  European  churches  to  deny  and  denounce 
polygamy  in  1846.  (tf  Mil.  Star , 22.) 
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“The  Almighty  has  revealed  many  things  on  many  occa- 
sions which  were  for  his  servants  and  not  for  the 
world.  Jesus  enjoined  his  disciples  on  several  occa- 
sions to  keep  to  themselves  principles  that  he  made 
known  to  them,  and  his  injunction  ‘cast  not  your 
pearls  before  swine  lest  they  trample  them  under 
their  feet  and  turn  and  rend  you’  has  become  as 
familiar  as  a common  proverb.” 

Hence  the  elders  were 

“Justified  in  denying  those  imputations  (about  polygamy) 
and  at  the  same  time  avoiding  the  avowal  of  such 
doctrines  as  were  not  yet  intended  for  the  world. 
This  course  they  have  taken  when  necessary,  by  com- 
mandment, is  all  the  ground  their  accusers  have  for 
charging  them  with  falsehood.” — Des.  News , May 
20 , '86. 

The  Prophet  Joseph,  too,  seems  to  have  indorsed  this 
when  he  instructed  the  brethren  in  England  to 

“Remain  silent  concerning  the  gathering,  the  vision  and 
Book  of  Doctrine  and  Covenants  until  such  time  as 
the  work  was  fully  established,”  etc. — 16  Mil.  Star , 
12. 

Judged  bv  the  standards  of  the  world,  this  silence  was  a 
species  of  deception,  but  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord,  Joseph 
was  justified  or  he  would  not  have  done  this.  That  he 
thoroughly  knew  the  Lord’s  will  in  these  matters  is  further 
manifested  in  his  life.  In  Nauvoo  when  many  of  the 
brethren,  or  those  who  claimed  to  be  of  us,  were  accused  of 
horse  stealing  and  the  like,  Brother  Joseph  said: 

“At  this  time  the  truth  on  the  guilty  should  not  be  told 
openly,  strange  as  this  may  seem,  yet  this  is  policy.” 

— 19  Mil.  Star , 454. 

So,  too,  Brother  Heber  C.  Kimball  has  told  us: 

“It  is  no  matter  what  way  you  convert  them  so  that  you 
convert  them  to  believe  the  doctrines  of  the  very 
Bible  they  have  always  professed  to  believe.” — 23 
Mil.  Star , 29  7. 
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Falsehood  and  deception  are  all  sanctified  to  induce 
people  to  believe  in  the  real  gospel  as  expounded  by  the 
living  oracles  of  our  church. 

Why  should  any  in  this  regard  assume  to  be  better  than 
the  Lord  himself,  for  it  is  said  of  Him  in  the  Bible  (1  Kings, 
XXII,  23): 

“Behold  the  Lord  hath  put  a lying  spirit  in  the  mouth  of 
all  these  thy  prophets.” 

May  God  not  in  this  case  have  put  a lying  spirit  in  the 
mouth  of  a Prophet?  Who  will  assume  to  object  to  this 
divine  wisdom  if  such  was  done? 

The  Apostle  Paul  himself  confesses  to  deception  when 
he  says, 

“being  crafty  I caught  you  with  guile,” 

and  justifies  his  falsehoods  with  these  words: 

“For  if  the  truth  of  God  hath  more  abounded  through  my 
lie  unto  His  glory,  why  yet  am  I adjudged  as  a sin- 
ner?”— Rom.  111-7. 

It  should  be  understood  by  the  Saints  that  the  Prophet, 
Seer  and  Revelator  of  this  church  is  not  to  blame  for  any 
deception  which  may  result  from  his  utterances.  In  the 
Bible  it  is  written, 

“If  the  Prophet  be  deceived  when  he  hath  spoken  a thing, 

I,  the  Lord,  have  deceived  that  Prophet.” — Ezekiel 
XIV , 9.” 

Early  Christians  very  often  justified  lying  for  the 
truth’s  sake.  Why,  then,  should  any  saint  now  be  so  sensi- 
tive about  honor,  etc. 

Now,  my  dear  brother,  if  you  have  wearied  through  this 
document  I ask  you  to  give  it  your  prayerful  consideration, 
and  know  that  you  will  conclude  that  you  must  accept  every 
doctrine  herein  taught,  abide  by  it,  and  exclaim  with  Paul  : 
“We  are  fools  for  Christ’s  sake.” — 1 Cor.  IV , 10. 

JUAB, 

A high  private  in  Israel. 
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